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APPUCATION NUMBER 



FlUNG DATE 



RRST NAMED APPUCANT 



ATTORNEY DCX^KETNO. 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 



EXAMINER 



J AHTUNIT ~\ 



PAPER NUMBER 



lb4f 

DATE MAILED: 



All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(2) ii\A,\r6 uj:^i/\j^ r/Yp) (4)_ 



Date of Interview. 



Type: ^^elephonic □ Televideo Conference □ Personal (copy Is given to □ applicant □ appllcanrs representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: □ Yes ^No If yes, brief description: . 



Agreement □ was reached. □ was not reached. J(j /f* 
Clalm(s) discussed:. 



Identification of prior art discussed: l^tti^^ 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to If an agreement was reached, or any other commentSL 



SSaft^fl n^^Q iViv^ ^Muf^ /£s^fhtikJ-i)i^ je^^ 

^> ( A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments, if available, which the examiner agreed would render the claims allowable 
<^ must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments which would render the claims allowable is available, a summary thereof must be 
attached.) 



0^ Unles! 



It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview. 



Unless the paragraph above has been checked to indicate to the contrary. A FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 

>S NOT WAIVED AND MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 

r~ action has are ready been filed. APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A STATEMENT OF THE 
m SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. ■ i nc 

Examiner Note: You must sign this fonm unless it is an attachment to another form. 

A A^^te^^u^ ^ihA&i:> t\em0e^ ^ 



FORM PTOL-413 (REV. 2-98) 



Manual f Patent Examining Pr cedur ,Sectl n 713.04 Substance of Interview must Be Mad of Record 



Except as otherwise provided, a complete written statement as to the substance of ahiLface-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be 
m9d^ of record jn the application, whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 



§1.133 Interviews 



1 at the 
.111 



C'^W'^n eysVinst^fr^wSiel^'r^plideration is xe^ue^te^l^rv vie^v^^i^^rpt^iew with an exan^nejra^iotTipl^^'^ritten statement of 5)»iffe9pDsSreb^..s^ 
mterview as warranting favorable action must be fiigd by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action^s SMcftieel in 1 
and 1.135. (35 U.S.C- 132) ^' k • 

§ 1.2. Business to be transacted in writing. All business with. the Patent or Trademar1< Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 
applicants or their attomeysor ^gertts at the Patent and Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-action of the Patent and Trademark Office wilt be based exclusively 
th^ r^^rri ^^^j^ ^j,, p^j^ gjieged ofal promlsc. stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 



on the written record in 
doubt.^ 

The action of the Paterit and Trad^ark pifice cannot be based exclusively on the written record In the Office if that record is itself incomplete throuqh the failure 
to record the substa^c^ of interviews. f:<^A). 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
he or she will do so. It is the examiner's.responsibility to see that such a record is niade and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the Question of 
patentability. ^ 

Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Fonm for each interview held after January 1 , 1978 where a matter of substance has 
been discussed during the interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat.handwritten form using a ball point pen. Discussions regarding 
only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation is dthenwise providedifor in Section 81 2,01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examining Procedure, pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions oMhe like, or resultinain an examln^'s amendmfent that fully sets forth 
the agreement are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. ' rw^:?4^'>^^ \ -r. J/, 



the file 
tn the 



The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate paper number, placed in the right hsfridf oftot of the file, and l^stffii orf fha ?Conter#s;ii^ orit 
wrapper. In a personal interview, the duplicate copy of the Form is removed and given to the applic£lfit (tfr attSneV or agenOs^ibe^^du^6n q^^^ 
case of a telephonic interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address either with or prior to the ne)rt^(^cc^unication. 

The Fomi provides for recordation of the following information: " — ^ .^^^o^--, 

-Application Number of the application . . - ... \/ 

-Name of applicant . . .... . 

-Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

- Name of particlpant(s)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted " 

-An Identification of the claims discussed 

-An identification of the specific prior art discussed ' 7% \Jv ' =: - ? . v : . • i 

-An Indication whether an agreement was reached and if so. a description of the general nature of the agreemerrt*(may be^y attachment of a cppy 
o^ajj'e^^ments or claims agreed as being allowable). (Agreements as to allowability are tentative and do not restfict fu^^*i!^by the. examiner to the 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 
-Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present. 

The Fonri also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the inten/iew. 

It Is desireable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his obligation to record the substance of the interview in each case unless both applicant and 
examiner agree-that the examiner will record same. Where the examiner agrees to record the subslahce^of thiB interview; or when it is adequately recorded on the 
Former ioan attachment to theform, the examiner should checkja box at the bottom of the Form Infoqning the applicant that he peed not supplement the Formi)v 



lally be consictered a-<;omplete^nd<roper recordation of th 




I interview unless it Includes. 



lat the Intervl^ Summary ^Forrnwitl not Opq 
icjif^SE^^ €p*^infi^^lSife^3rfaalt»f^'^ 

, ^ th^u^^fe o^lfi^^ervjj^^C^ inclt^^ 
M the nature of any exhioit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

:ipa proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summary 



1) A brief descriptii 

2) an identffffatioi 

^/J 3) an idenUf&tiS 

4) an identification of the prii 
FonTi.cprnpleted by the examjner, , . . „ . . ^ _ . 

5) a brief -identif ication of the generat.thrust of the principal arguments presented, to the examiner. Jhe identification of argurnents need not be lengthy or 
elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is hot required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature * 
or thrust of the principal arguments made to the^xaminer can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to ' 
emphasize and fully describe those arguments which he feels. were or might be persuasive to the examiner, \ j 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, arid ' - ^ - ' -^-ir • • \ 

7) if appropriate, tfie general res.ults or. outcome of the interview unless already described in,the Inten/iew Summary ^Forrn completed by the examiner ' ^ 

miners are expected tb carefully review the applicant's" record 6f the sut)stance of an interview/lf the record Is riot complete or accurate, tfi'e exarfiiner will giv6 the 
fpliqant on& month from the date of the notifying letter to complete the repfy and'thereby avoid abandonmem bf the application (37 CFR 1 : 1 35(c) ).• ' • 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

Applicyirs summary of what took place at the interview should be carefully checked to determine. the accuracy of any argument or statement attributed to the 

&«??P^|l^!W'«''ffif examin^ould place the Iqdlcafion Interview record OK" on the paper recording th% substanw oflhel3tef^ aloiraw3SrthVd3elnd 
'^^mi^^is.J^^'P^ ^Oi ^. £i 6'>^it"- J'Wkm'ci^'i ^ t*'*'^ A 




